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REMARKS 

Claims 1-6 and 25-29 arc pending. Claims 7-24 and 30-34 were previousdy 
caocelled. Claims 1, 4 and 25 are currently amended. Claim 35 is added. No new matter 
is introduced in this Amendment 
TT S C. ^ 102 Rejections 

Claims 1, 3, 4» 6. 25 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by US. Patent No. 3,690,344 to Brumm (Bxumm). These rejections :tg 
respectfully traversed 

In view of the current amendments to claims 1 and 25» it is respectfully submit :sd 
that Brumm does not establish a prima facie case of anticipation of either independ:nt 
claim 1 or independent claim 25 because Brumm does not disclose a support element t:iat 
passes through an actuating element, as required by the amended claims. Instead, :he 
actuating element of flie Brumm invention passes through the support element. Henoe, 
Brumm anticipates neither claim 1 nor claim 25. Accordingly, claims 3 and 29, which 
depend ftom claims 1 and 25, respectively, are also not anticipated. 

Applicant respectfully submits that Brumm does not establish 3. prima facie ci^e 
of anticipation of independent claim 4 as the means disclosed in Bxtunm does not disci : 'se 
an client that deforms radially inward to affect a flow restriction, as required by Ihe 
clarifying amendment to claim 4 and disclosed in the specification supporting this me;3iis- 
plus*-£unction claim. Thus, neither claim 4 nor claim 6 which dq»ends fix)m claim ^1 is 
anticipated by Brumm. 
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Claims 1, 4, 25 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipatijd 
by U.S. Patent No. 5,002,086 to Linder, et al. (Linder). These rejections are respectfiilly 
traversed in view of the cuirent amendments. 

Applicant respectfully submits that Linder does not establish a prima facie case of 
anticipation of independent claims 1 or 25 because Lind^ does not disclose a supp:iit 
element that passes through the actuating element, as required by the amended clair ts. 
Instead, the actuating element of the Linder invention is external to the support elemcjit 
Hence, Linder anticipates neither claim 1 nor claim 25. 

Also, applicant respectfully submits that Linder does not anticipate independint 
claim 4 as amended, as Under does not disclose a flexible element that acts radig'.ly 
inward to restrict flow, as required by the clarifying amendment and disclosed in :lie 
specification supporting this means-plus-fimction claim. 

Claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 25. 27 and 28 are rejected under 35 US.C § 102(b) as bc.ig 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 5,906,353 to Someya, et al. (Someya). These rejections 
are respectfully traversed in view of the current amendments. 

Applicant respectfully submits that Someya does not establish a prima facie c-se 
of anticipation of independent claim 1 or independent claim 25 because Someya does :tot 
disclose a support element fliat passes through the actuating element, now required by Ihc 
amendments to these claims. Rather, the actuating element of the Someya inventiori is 
external to the support element. Hence, Someya anticipates neither claim 1 nor clair*. 2 
which depends fiom claim 1. Likewise, Someya does not anticipate claim 25, or cluijns 
27 and 28 which depend from claim 25. 
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Also, applicant respectfully submits that Someya does not present a prima for.ie 
case for anticipation of independent claim 4 as Someya does not teach a flexible element 
tbat moves ladialJy inward to restrict flow, as required by the amended claim and 
disclosed in the specification siqpporting this means-plus-fimction claim. Thus Somc]/^ 
does not anticipate independent claim 4, nor dependent claim S which depends &€m 
claim 4. 

In summary^ Applicant respectfully requests that the rejection of claims 1-6 and 
25-29 under 35 U.S-C. § 102(b) be withdrawn. 
35 U.S.C§ 103 Rejections 

Claims 2, 5» 27 and 2S are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Brumm in view of Someya. Applicant respectfully traverses tb<:3e 
rejections. 

In view of the amendments to claim 1 and claim 25, it is respectfully submittod 
that claim 2, which depends from claim 1, and claims 27 and 28, which depend frc>m 
claim 25» traverses the § 103(a) rejections. 

Applicant respectfully submits that claim 5 is not rendered obvious to one Df 
ordinary skill in the art by Brumm in view of Someya. Nietiier Brumm nor Someya teai^h 
a support element that passes through the actuating element, as disclosed in tlie 
specification supporting this means-plus-function claim. 

In summary. Applicant respectfully requests thai the rejection of claims 2, 5, ?.7 
and 28 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) be withdrawn. 
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Itifbnnation Disclosure Statement 

The Infonnation Disclosure Statement, filed My 29, 2003, has been identified as 
failing to comply with 37 CfR 1 .98 for not including legible copy of the NPL documo'its 
identified. Please find enclosed legible copies of the NPL documents listed, tltms 
satisfying the requirements of 37 CFR 198(d)(2). 

Conclusion 

In view of the foregoing, it is submitted that this application is in condition :or 
allowance. Favorable consideration and prompt allowance of the application :ire 
requested 

The Examiner is invited to telephone the undersigned if the Examine believes, it 
would be useful to advance prosecution. 


Customer No. 24113 

Patterson, Thuentc, Skaar & Christensen, P.A. 

4800 IDS Center 

80 South 8th Street 

Minne^olis, Minnesota SS402-2100 

Telephone: (612)349-3001 
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Respectfiilly submitted. 


Douglas JXhristensen 
Registration No. 35,480 



